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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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2a)S This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This application has been examined. The response filed 10/7/04 has been 
entered. 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject nnatter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject nnatter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-27, 29-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sheldon et al (6072486) and Klingler et al (5404316). 

4. Regarding claim 1 , Sheldon et al show the method for displaying icons within a 
data processing system (Figure 7 for example), which: determines a quantity of a 
plurality of icons to be displayed on a display screen (column 2 lines 30-42 and 49-66, 
column 6 lines 43-55), determines a designated area on the screen for displaying the 
icons (column 2 lines 49-66, Figure 6, column 15 lines 29-42, column 16 lines 4-19, 
column 18 lines 19-35), scales the icons such that the icons are displayed in the 
designated area (column 18 lines 29-36, Figure 2). Sheldon et al do not specifically go 
into the details of the scaling being automatic per se based on the number of icons, but 
do mention scaling the icons and fitting them to the designated area. Furthermore, 
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Klingler et al do show automatically scaling image clips based on number of clips, to fit 
them to a designated area (see Klingler et al Figures 3, 4. 6, 17, column 3 lines 20-45, 
column 5 lines 30-60, column 8 lines 13-45). It would have been obvious to a person 
with ordinary skill in the art to automatically scale the icons in Sheldon et al based on 
the number of icons, because it would be a convenient way to fit the icons to the 
designated area. 

5. Regarding claim 2, the vector graphic (text based) icon quantity may be 
determined (Sheldon et al Figures 6, 8A-E, column 16 lines 24-40.) 

6. Regarding claim 3, the bitmap graphic icons quantity may be determined 
(Sheldon et al Figure IOC, column 17 lines 45-55). 

7. Regarding claim 4, the icons are displayed on the screen (Sheldon et al Figure 
IOC for example). 

8. Regarding claim 5, the icons include graphic and text images (Sheldon et al 
Figure 7 for example). 

9. Regarding claim 6, the icons may only be text (Sheldon et al Figure 6, 8A-E for 
example). 
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10. Regarding claim 7, the screen has a fixed pixel width and height (standard 
monitor, Sheldon et al column 6 lines 8-15) 

1 1 . Claims 8-14 recite the same features as claims 1-7 respectively and are rejected 
for the same reasons. 

12. Claims 15-21 recite the same features as claims 1-7 respectively and are 
rejected for the same reasons. 

13. Claims 22 and 25 and 29 each recite the same features as claim 1 and each is 
rejected for the same reasons as claim 1 . 

14. Regarding claims 23, in addition to that mentioned for claim 1 , note again the 
minimum and maximum size choices for the icon, upon which the displaying is also 
based. (Sheldon et al column 18 lines 29-36). Note that the claim recites the way of 
displaying in alternative form, and that scaling the icons is one option. Thus, in addition 
to the minimum and maximum size choices for the icon, which is noted just now in 
Sheldon et al, the features for this claim are otherwise all shown in the rejection for 
claim 1. 

15. Regarding claim 24, the minimum and maximum size choices are by user input 
(Sheldon et al column 18 lines 29-36). 



Application/Control Number: 09/599,893 



Art Unit: 2174 



Page 5 



16. Claims 26-27 recite the same features as claims 23-24 respectively and are 
rejected for the same reasons. 

17. Claims 30-31 recite the same features as claims 23-24 respectively and are 
rejected for the same reasons. 

18. Claims 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sheldon et al (6072486) and Klingler et al (5404316) and Bodnar et al (6310634). 

19. Regarding claim 28, neither Sheldon et al nor Klingler et al specifically show the 
handheld device, but Sheldon et al show an interface for fitting icons to a designated 
area. This is particular applied in many handheld devices (see Bodnar et al column 13 
lines 10-45, Figures 3, 4G for example). It would have been obvious to a person with 
ordinary skill in the art to have this as an output interface in Sheldon et al, because it 
would provide a convenient output device for an apparatus that fits icons to a 
designated area. 

20. Applicant's arguments filed have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Regarding claims 1,8,15, 22, 25, 29 (with claim 1 as representative): Applicant 
acknowledges that Sheldon et al rearranges icons with respect to the number of icons 
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and the designation of the area on the screen for displaying the icons, and then 
applicant proceeds to discuss the Klingler et al reference. Note that Klingler et al is 
brought in merely to demonstrate how objects can be scaled on a display to make them 
fit into a region. The aforecited Figures and sections in Klingler et al do show this 
ability to automatically change the scale of the frames based on the number of frames, 
even if the number of frames itself is chosen based on a user selected ratio of frames to 
display. It does not matter whether Klingler et al does not completely show every frame 
fitting into the display region, and thus if sliders are still needed; it only is necessary to 
show that in fact frames are scaled to some extent, and based on the number of frames, 
and to allow more of them to fit into the display. This is shown in Klingler et al. As to 
demonstrating that all of the objects fit into the display region, Sheldon et al show this 
and applicant does not refute this. The exact technique of being able to scale 
automatically based on the number, in order to help fit into a region, is brought in from 
Klingler et al. This combines properly with Sheldon et al in that both still, even if Klingler 
not completely, are concerned with helping fit into a region based on the number of 
objects. 

Regarding claim 28: Bodnar et al is brought in merely to show the handheld 
device. The motivation to combine the handheld feature into the system of Sheldon et 
al and Klingler et al is proper as the handheld device would be an appropriate output 
device for such a system that scales objects to fit into a region. It does not matter some 
of the other features of the system of Bodnar et al, nor whether Bodnar et al itself may 
not scale objects, but only that it is a handheld output device that would be appropriate 
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for such a system. Applicant then simply readdresses the same issues regarding the 
scaling of the icons, but agajn, this is already addressed regarding the discussion of 
Sheldon et al and Klingler et al. 

Applicant is invited to contact Examiner to discuss claim interpretation and 
language. 

21. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL, Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

22. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Steven P Sax whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4072. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday, 8:30 AM - 5:00 
PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




